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" 5. The fourth commandment, as explained by Moses, requires
the supposition of long creative days. It cannot be meant that
God works six natural days, and rests on the seventh as we do ;
but it may be intended on God's seventh day we should have en-
tered on his rest, and that the weekly Sabbath is an emblem of
that rest lost by the fall, and to be restored in the future."

The whole of this is no less wonderful than
fatal to the theory for whose establishment it is
intended. Whoever heard of a plainly written law
requiring a supposition ? Where has Moses ever " ex-
plained" the fourth commandment? Nowhere;
for the reason that it sufficiently explains itself.
Where does he explain it so as to require the suppo-
sition that the creative days were long periods, or
"aons" f Not in the verbiage of the fourth com-
mandment surely. That reads, " Six days shalt
thou labor, but the seventh day is the Sabbath of
the Lord," etc., and the reason assigned for rest
is this: " In six days the Lord made heaven and
earth, and rested the seventh day." Now, to say
that the seven days first mentioned are literal days,
and the seven days second mentioned are figura-
tive, or no days at all, but ceons; and that, in a
legal document admitting of no figure of speech
at all; and that this transition from one meaning
to another of the same word in the same verse,
without any notice of it, is to heap dishonor not
only upon Moses, but upon God himself, who
wrote this law with his own finger upon a table of
stone. " It may be intended," I offset with, " It
may not be intended." One balances the other so
far as argument is concerned.

** 6. This explanation has the support of the writer of the Epis-
tle to the Hebrews, whose argument in his fourth chapter has